REMARKS 


Claim 21 stands rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite. The examiner questions the wording in claim 21 
regarding the second stationary guiding member (9) preventing movement 
of the locking disc (13) in the direction opposite the opening 
direction (from right to left in FIG. 1) because the locking disc must 
move in that direction before it engages the second stationary guide 
member (9) . Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the rejection. The statement in claim 21 that the 
second stationary guiding member prevents movement of the locking disc 
in the direction opposite said opening direction is part of a longer 
statement that starts "at least one of the locking discs... is 
turnable .. .between a position in which said one locking disc engages 
the second of said stationary guiding members." Thus, claim 21 does 
not state broadly that the secondary stationary guiding member 
prevents movement of the locking disc in the direction opposite the 
opening direction but that the second stationary guiding member 
prevents movement of the locking disc in the direction opposite the 
opening direction when the locking disc is in the position in which it 
engages the second stationary guiding member. Applicant believes that 
this is not open to objection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. 

Claims 11-20 have been rejected over the prior art. Applicant 
does not necessarily agree with the examiner's interpretation of 
Schweizer et al but has nevertheless canceled claims 11-20 rendering 
the rejection of those claims moot. Since the examiner has allowed 
claims 21-30, applicant believes that this application is now in 
condition for allowance. 
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